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is utterly false that in laying the foundations of a philosophy there
S!i*e apy such limits not reaching so far as full certainty, in which
we, may prudently and safely acquiesce.    For since truth consists
in what is indivisible, it is possible that a matter whose complete
certainty we do   not recognize,  however probable it appear,  is
wholly false.    Certainly it would not be prudent philosophising on
the part of a man who took as the foundation of his science state-
ments which he knew to be possibly false.    Indeed what answer
will he make to the sceptics who overpass all the boundaries of
doubt ?    How will he refute them ?    Oh,  he will reckon them
among the desperate or the lost!   Very fine indeed; but meanwhile
to what class will they assign him?    Neither must we think that
the sect of the sceptics is long extinct.    It flourishes to-day as
much as ever, and nearly all who think that they have some ability
beyond that of the rest of mankind, finding nothing that satisfies
them in the common Philosophy, and seeing no other truth, take
refuge in Scepticism.    Those people are especially such as demand
a proof to be given them of the existence of God and the immor-
tality of the soul.    Hence what our author here states constitutes
a very bad example, especially as he has a name for great learning.
It shows that he thinks there is no possibility of refuting the
errors of the Sceptical Atheists; and thus all his efforts result in
strengthening and confirming them.    Nay it is true that though
no contemporary Sceptics have any doubt when it comes to the
practical life about possessing a head and about 2 and 3 making 5,
and the like;   they say they only employ those statements as
truths because they have an appearance of being true, but that
they do not believe them with certainty because there are no
convincing arguments impelling them to do so.    And because to
them the existence of  God and the immortality of  the human
mind do not have the same appearance of truth, they think that
therefore they ought not to make use of these beliefs even in
practical life, unless a proof is first given them with sounder
reasoning than any which secures adherence to beliefs that have
an appearance of being true.    Now since it was those beliefs the
truth of which I proved and, at least to my knowledge, no one
before me, I think that no greater slander could be devised than
that for which our author is responsible when throughout the whole
of his Dissertation he continually assigns to me, reiterating the
imputation a countless number of times, that single error which
constitutes the speciality of Scepticism, viz. excessive doubt.   Very